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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 
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Application Papers 
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10) 13 The drawing(s) filed on 12 December 2003 is/are: a)S accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Terminal Disclaimer 

1 . The terminal disclaimer filed on 9/1 6/2005 disclaiming the terminal portion 
of any patent granted on this application which would extend beyond the 
expiration date of application numbers 10/733850 and 10/733820 has been 
reviewed and is accepted. The terminal disclaimer has been recorded. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 

U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 

Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

3. Claims 1 , 3-5 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Stephens (US 5,734,254). 

Regarding Claiml, Stephens discloses in Figures 1 and 2 an apparatus 
for transmitting inductive energy to a battery pack (110), the battery pack 
including a microprocessor (120) for processing data relevant to the inductive 
energy, the apparatus comprising: a memory (195) for storing computer readable 
instructions relevant to charging a battery pack (Column 4, lines 46-61); a 
processor unit (195) operatively coupled to the memory; and a transmission 
element (132) operatively coupled to the processor so as to provide the inductive 
energy to the battery pack, the transmission element configured to provide a 
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polling message to the power adapter (140), the polling message comprising 
periodic energizing and de-energizing of the transmission element ( Based on the 
control signal (which is a polling message signal) received by the controllers via 
the communication links, the controller adjust charging function to be disabled 
or enabled, which resulted energizing and de-energizing the inductive power 
transmission elements 132 and 162). 

Regarding Claim3, Stephens discloses a communications device for 
receiving and transmitting data (20,50) and the communications device being 
operatively coupled to the transmission element (24,54) 

Regarding Claim4, Stephens discloses an apparatus further comprising an 
antenna (24,54) and a communications device configured to receive (24,54) the 
computer readable instructions and configured to transmit (24,54) the instructions 
to the antenna for wireless data communications to a battery pack (Column 3, 
lines 41-49). 

Regarding Claim5, Stephens discloses a processor unit (50) is configured 
to receive a plurality of charging parameters from the battery pack (Column 3, 
lines 59-67, column 4, lines 1-6). 

Regarding Claim 7, Stephens discloses an apparatus comprising a plurality 
of transmission elements each configured to operate independently of each other 
(24, 38, 68, 54,32,62). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

5. Claims 2 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Stephens (US 5,734,254) in view of Stobbe (US 6,275,143). 

Regarding Claim 2, Stephens discloses the claimed invention, except the 
apparatus in which the memory includes authentication data for authenticating 
the battery pack for the inductive energy transmission. However Stobbe 
discloses the apparatus in which the memory includes authentication data for 
authenticating the battery pack for the inductive energy transmission (Column 6, 
lines 5-20). It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to implement authentication data transfer means in 
Stephens battery pack and charging system as taught by Stobbe in order to 
protect against unintentional or unwanted battery charging. 

Regarding Claim 6, Stobbe discloses a processor unit (18) is 
configured to receive a digital security certificate from a battery pack (Column 6, 
lines 5-20). 

6. Claims 8, 10 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Parks et al. (US 5,455,466) in view of Garcia et al. (US 
5,963,012). 

Regarding Claim8, Parks et al disclose a battery pack configured for 
receiving inductive energy for charging (200b) comprising: a processor unit (228) 
for processing computer readable data relevant to receiving the inductive energy 
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and for processing data communication with a computer system; a pick up coil 
(200b) configured for receiving the inductive energy; a charger operatively 
coupled to the processor unit and the pick up coil (224); the charger configured to 
output a direct current responsive to the inductive energy (222); and an energy 
storage unit (225) configured for receiving the direct current. Stephens does not 
disclose a pick up coil (204) configured for receiving a polling message and a 
charger configured to output a direct current responsive to the polling message. 
However, Garcia et al. disclose in Figure a pick up coil configured for receiving a 
polling message and a charger configured to output a direct current responsive to 
the polling message (Column 2, lines 30-59) (Noted that, the electromagnetic 
resonant wave Created by the coils established a mutual induction and a data 
transfer between the charger and the battery pack, which including energizing 
and de-energizing of a transmission element in the source (204) at a 
predetermined elapsed time value, for certain period of time is starts signal 
transmission when the electro magnetic waves are generated by the excitation 
circuits, and stops for certain period of times when the two circuits are not in 
close distance); and receiving inductive power from the source (Column 2, lines 
30-59)) . It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to add additional coil on parks et al. inductive coupling 
system as taught by Garcia et al. in order to adapt a charging process based on 
the battery parameter information for the benefit of effective battery charging. 

Regarding Claim 10, Parks et al disclose the battery pack comprising a 
communications device (220) operatively coupled to the pickup coil (220). 
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Regarding Claiml 1, Parks et al disclose the battery pack in which the 
communications device (220) is configured to receive the computer readable 
data and transmit the data to the pick up coil (200b). 
7. Claims 9, 13 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Parks et al. (US 5,455,466) in view of Garcia et al. (US 
5,963,012) as applied to Claim8 above, and further in view of Stobbe (US 
6,275,143). 

Regarding Claim 9, neither Parks et al. nor Garcia et al. disclose, the 
processor unit is configured to provide authentication data for inductive energy 
charging. However, Stobbe discloses the apparatus in which the memory 
includes authentication data for authenticating the battery pack for the inductive 
energy transmission (Column 6, lines 5-20). It would have been obvious to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to implement 
authentication data transfer means in Parks et al. inductive coupling system as 
taught by Stobbe in order to protect against unintentional or unwanted battery 
charging. 

Regarding Claim 13, Stobbe discloses the processor unit is configured to 
provide a digital security certificate to a charging source (Column 6, lines 5-20). 

Regarding Claim 15, Stobbe discloses the an antenna (52) and a 
communications device (22,24) configured to receive the computer readable 
data and configured to transmit the data to the antenna for wireless data 
communications a charging source (Column 5, lines 35-45). 
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8. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Parks et al. (US 5,455,466) in view of Garcia et al. (US 5,963,012). 

Regarding Claim 12, Parks et al. disclose the claimed invention, except 
the processor unit is configured to provide a plurality of charging parameters to a 
charging source which provides the inductive energy. However, Garcia et al. 
disclose the processor unit is configured to provide a plurality of charging 
parameters to a charging source, which provides the inductive energy. It would 
have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Parks et al. inductive coupling system in order to transmit 
battery parameters as taught by Garcia et al. so that the device can make any 
necessary charging adjustments. 

9. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Parks et al. (US 5,455,466) in view of Garcia et al. as applied to Claim 8 above, 
and further in view of Higuchi et al. (US 6,163,132). 

Regarding Claim 14, neither Parks et al. nor Garcia et al. disclose the 
processor unit is configured to send data to the computer system so as to 
indicate it is receiving inductive energy. However, Higuchi discloses in Figurel 
the processor unit (4b) is configured to send data to the computer system (5) so 
as to indicate it is receiving inductive energy (Column 4, lines 33-38). It would 
have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to add a computing and indicating system to the battery pack in Parks 
et al. as taught by Higuchi et al. in order to monitor battery status. 
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10. Claims 16, 17, 19, 22 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Garcia et al. (US 5,963,012). 

Regarding Claims16 and 22, Garcia et al discloses in Figures 2 and 3 a 
computer implemented method of charging battery pack, comprising the step of: 
receiving a polling message from a charging source (Column 2, lines 47-59); the 
polling message comprising energizing and de-energizing of the source; 
transmitting a request for power to the charging source (204); and receiving 
inductive power from the charging source (Column 2, lines 30-59) 

(Noted that, the electromagnetic resonant wave Created by the coils 
established a mutual induction and a data transfer between the charger and the 
battery pack, which including energizing and de-energizing of a transmission 
element in the source (204) at a predetermined elapsed time value, for certain 
period of time is starts signal transmission when the electro magnetic waves are 
generated by the excitation circuits, and stops for certain period of times when 
the two circuits are not in close distance) 

Regarding Claims 17 and 23, Garcia et al. disclose the step of 
transmitting includes a step of transmitting charging parameters to the charging 
source (column 2, lines47-59). 

Regarding Claim 19, Garcia et al. disclose, a step of initiating a charger 
responsive to the step of receiving (Column 2, lines 30-59). 

1 1 . Claims 1 8 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Garcia et al. (US 5,963,012) in view of Stobbe (US 
6,275,143). 



Application/Control Number: 10/733,760 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2838 

Regarding Claim 18 and 24, Garcia et al. disclose the claimed 
limitation, except the step of transmitting includes a step of transmitting 
authenticating data to charging source. However, Stobbe discloses the step of 
transmitting includes a step of transmitting authenticating data to charging 
source. It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to implement authentication data transfer means in 
Garcia et al. wireless battery charging system as taught by Stobbe in order to 
protect against unintentional or unwanted battery charging. 
12. Claims 20 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Garcia et al. (US 5,963,012) in view of Higuchi et al. (US 
6,163,132). 

Regarding Claim 20, Garcia et al. disclose the claimed invention, except a 
step of transmitting data to a computer system for indicating the step of receiving 
inductive power. However, Higuchi et al disclose in Figures 1 and 2 a step of 
transmitting data to a computer system for indicating the step of receiving 
inductive power (Column 4, lines 33-38). It would have been obvious to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to add a computing and 
indicating system to the battery pack in Garcia et al. as taught by Higuchi et al. in 
order to monitor battery status. 

Regarding Claim 21, Higuchi et al disclose in Figure 3 a step of displaying 
an object on a graphical user interface (6) indicative of the step of receiving 
(Column 4, lines 60-63). 
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Response to Arguments 

1 3. Applicant's arguments filed 9/16/2005 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Regarding applicants Claim 7 arguments, Claim 7 does not have the alleged 
elements argued such as " the transmission elements being coupled to the 
processor unit and providing inductive energy to a power adapter" Thus, the 
argument is irrelevant or not material. 

Regarding applicants Claim 19 arguments, Claim 19 is addressed in the 
previous office action under paragraph 15, please see also paragraph 10 above. 
Regarding Claims 16 and 22, Garcia teaches a polling message as a magnetic 
resonant wave which establishes a mutual induction power transfer between the 
coils, please see the above rejection paragraph 3 and Column 3, lines 19-40 of 
Garcia's prior art. 

Conclusion 

14. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
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the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 

date of this final action. 
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